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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to RCE filed on October 2 nd , 2008. 

Claims 1-5, and 17 have been amended. 

Claims 1-19 are presented for examination. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 10/10/08 
has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-19 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 
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The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1-7 and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Christopoulos et al. hereinafter Christopoulos (U.S 6,961 ,754) in view 
ofVetro(U.S 2003/0156108). 

Regarding Claim 1 , 

Christopoulos taught a data distribution system comprising a first terminal having 
data and a second terminal, wherein the system distributes data adapting to the second 
terminal from the first terminal to the second terminal, wherein the first terminal 
comprises: 

a data recorder that records data of a plurality of formats (Col. 3, Ln. 60-66, 
multimedia objects imported by end-user from the multimedia database stored by a 
media server). 

a data distribution requester that receives a distribution request for data in a 
format configured for the second terminal and that receives a URL, the URL comprising 
an address at which only capability information regarding a device property, an audio 
and video coding method, and an input and output of the second terminal is recorded, 
the URL being transmitted from the second terminal (Col. 6, Ln. 23-32); 
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a terminal information acquirer that accesses the location defined by the URL 
and acquires the capability information of the second terminal from the address 
identified by the URL (Col. 6, Ln. 32-42); 

a data selector that selects data in a format configured for the second terminal on 
the basis of the acquired capability information of the second terminal (Col. 6, Ln. 
32-42); and 

a data transmitter that transmits the selected data to the second terminal (Col. 6, 
Ln. 32-42), and 

wherein the second terminal comprises: 

a data distribution requestor that requests the first terminal to distribute data 
configured for the second terminal and that notifies the first terminal of the URL at which 
the capability information of the second terminal is recorded (Col. 6, Ln. 32-42); and 

a data receiver that receives the data from the first terminal (Col. 6, Ln. 54-57). 

While Christopoulos taught terminal information describer that describes the 
capability information of the second terminal, a transmitter that transmits the capability 
information of the second terminal and a recorder that records the capability information 
of the second terminal at the URL (Col. 6, Ln. 23-42), however, did not specifically 
teach describing capability information of the second terminal in tree structure . 

In an analogous art, Vetro taught a system and method for adapting a digital item 
by parsing the digital items into a resource and description of the resource (abstract). 
Vetro further taught "each of these devices (consumer devices) are capable of 
generating a description of themselves" by utilizing DOM during the parsing process 
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ffl48, H49]. The DOM is a data structure that defines parent-child relationships of the 
various fields and values within the document fl|37]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made, to combine the "references" of Vetro (as well as the other 
relied upon portions of Vetro) into the teachings of Christopoulos, to allow capability 
information of the second terminal to be described in tree structure, as it would enhance 
proper digital item adaptability according to a device's capability thus, providing a better 
experience to the end-user. 

Regarding Claims 6 and 18 , 

Christopoulos did not specifically teach the information of the second terminal 
described in tree structure, information related to characteristics of the second terminal, 
information related to an AV coding capability of the second terminal, and items of 
information related to a multimedia input/output of the second terminal are branched 
and described as branch information. 

In an analogous art, Vetro taught a system and method for adapting a digital item 
by parsing the digital items into a resource and description of the resource (abstract). 
Vetro further taught "each of these devices (consumer devices) are capable of 
generating a description of themselves" by utilizing DOM during the parsing process 
ffl48, H49]. The DOM is a data structure that defines parent-child relationships of the 
various fields and values within the document [1f37]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made, to combine the "references" of Vetro (as well as the other 
relied upon portions of Vetro) into the teachings of Christopoulos, to allow capability 
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information of the second terminal to be described in tree structure . See motivation of 
Claim 1. 

Regarding Claim 7 , 

Christopoulos did not specifically teach selecting some branch information in tree 
structure of the capability information of the second terminal; and notifying the first 
terminal of a URL related to the selected branch information to request the first terminal 
to distribute data to the second terminal. 

In an analogous art, Vetro taught a system and method for adapting a digital item 
by parsing the digital items into a resource and description of the resource (abstract). 
Vetro further taught "each of these devices (consumer devices) are capable of 
generating a description of themselves" by utilizing DOM during the parsing process 
[1f48, 1J49]. The DOM is a data structure that defines parent-child relationships of the 
various fields and values within the document [1J37]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made, to combine the "references" of Vetro (as well as the other 
relied upon portions of Vetro) into the teachings of Christopoulos, to allow capability 
information of the second terminal to be described in tree structure . See motivation of 
claim 1. 

Regarding Claims 2-5, 17 , 

The claims are rejected as being similar in scope to claim 1 . 
Regarding Claim 19 , 

Christopoulos did not specifically teach selecting data configured for the second 
terminal on the basis of the acquired information in the first terminal comprises: parsing 
the capability information of the second terminal described in tree structure and 



Application/Control Number: 10/530,436 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2457 

obtained from the URL; selecting data configured for the second terminal on the basis of 
branch information described in tree structure and obtained by the parsing. 

In an analogous art, Vetro taught a system and method for adapting a digital item 
by parsing the digital items into a resource and description of the resource (abstract). 
Vetro further taught "each of these devices (consumer devices) are capable of 
generating a description of themselves" by utilizing DOM during the parsing process 
ffl48, H49]. The DOM is a data structure that defines parent-child relationships of the 
various fields and values within the document fl|37]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made, to combine the "references" of Vetro (as well as the other 
relied upon portions of Vetro) into the teachings of Christopoulos, to allow capability 
information of the second terminal to be described in tree structure . See motivation of 
claim 1. 

Claims 8-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Christopoulos et al. hereinafter Christopoulos in view of Vetro and further in view of 
"Official Notice". 

Regarding Claim 8 , 

The combination of Christopoulos and Vetro fails to specifically teach 
constructing the second terminal comprises of constructing the second terminal by 
selecting a CPU, an OS, a memory, an output, and a VM (virtual machine) with respect 
to general characteristics; constructing the second terminal by selecting USB, 
BlueTooth, wireless802, and a serial or parallel data I/O (data input/output); constructing 
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the second terminal by selecting, as a storage medium, at least one of a MultiMedia 
card (MMC), a Compact Flash (registered trademark), a Secure Disk (SD), a 
MemoryStick (MS), a hard disk (HD), a DVD, a VCD, a Zip disk, and a flexible disk; 
constructing the second terminal by selecting, as a supporting tool, at least one of a 
global positioning system (GPS), a Browser, Intellectual Property Management and 
Protection tools (IPMP tools), an RELtool (Rights Expression Language Tool), and a 
meta data tool; constructing the second terminal according to a predetermined AV 
decoding format; constructing the second terminal according to a predetermined image 
format supporting; constructing the second terminal according to a predetermined text 
format supporting; constructing the second terminal according to a predetermined 
system format supporting; constructing the second terminal by providing a 
predetermined audio output for reproducing sound or voice; constructing the second 
terminal by providing a predetermined video output for displaying a video or an image; 
and constructing the second terminal by providing a predetermined text output for 
displaying a text. 

Although Christopoulos taught terminal device is for example, a computer or 
computer based telecommunication device (Col. 6, Ln. 15-21), Examiner takes "Official 
Notice" that a computer comprises hardware components such as, a CPU, OS, memory 
(RAM), GPU, Tuner cards, Sound cards, Monitors (LCD) or storage medium (CD-ROM, 
burners, HDs); which are all generally well-known and expected in the art. Furthermore, 
the hardware makes up the core functionality of a terminal device with software required 
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to allow multiple multimedia contents such as images, sounds, and video to be viewed, 
converted, or acquired. 

Regarding Claim 9-16 , 

The claims are rejected as being similar in scope to claim 8. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to HEE SOO KIM whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3229. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 8:00AM - 5:30PM 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 

applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 

information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 

more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 

have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 

Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 

Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 

800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/H. K.I 
11/14/08 
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Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2457 



